We also note that Order No. 74-15 in its present form
does not contain a monitoring program which would assure com-
pliance with Effluent Limitation A-5 and Receiving Water Limi-
tation B-7. Assurance of compliance with these requirements
and limitations can be had in one of two ways: (1) by estab-
lishing a chlorine residual below toxic levels, or (2) by re-

quiring appropriate toxicity bioassays.
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CONCLUSIONS

After review of the record, and consideration of the
contention of the petitioner, and for the reasons discussed,
we have concluded the action of the Regional Board in adopting
Order No. 74-15 was inappropriate and improper because (1) Order
No. 74-15 permits the discharge of an effluent with a chlorine
residual which may be harmful to fish and aquatic life and
which is substantially in excess of the technical ability of
the discharger to control, and (2) the monitoring requirementé
of Order No. 7#-15, as that Order is presently framed, are not
sufficient to assure protection of beneficial uses and com-
‘pliance with requirements. In view of the insufficiency of

the evidence in the existing record, the Regional Board

should rehear and reconsider appropriate waste discharge re- ‘
guirements for California-American Water Company at its Carmel

Valley Filter Plant.
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED thaﬁ Order No. 74-15
. ‘ ‘ _
is remanded to the Regional Board for rehearing and reconsid-
eration of waste discharge requirements and2for action consis-~

|
tent with the findings and conclusions of this order.

Dateds: April 17, 1975

/s/ W. W. Adams
W. W. Adams, Chairman

/s/ W. Don Maughan
W. Don Maughan, Vice Chairman

/s/ Roy E. Dodson
Roy E. Dodson, Member
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/s/ Mrs. Carl H. Auer |
Mrs. Carl H. (Jean) Auer, Member







